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view of the question, was Shankar wrong in saying that tins perishable
world is asat (unreal) ?
Shankar, it must be remembered, was a rigorous logician, and he
was perfectly aware that any theory of illusion, such as lias been erro-
neously imputed to him, would have been self-contradictory as
leading to the litter extinction of the very thinker of such. a thought
and, of the ground, upon which that thought would be based. It
would have been acosmism with. a vengeance !
If M&yd itself is the power (atmasJiakti) of Brahma, or, as some
choose to say,the power of God, acting under th-e sattdsp'kurti of Brahma,
and if the universe is its manifestation on the immanent Brahma
itself and nowhere else, which owing to its transient and ephemeral
character is considered asat (unreal), then this unreality could not
possibly mean an absolute nothingness.
As observed by Principal Oaird1 on a somewhat similar occasion
<( Though we have reduced the world of experience to a mere appear-
ance or accident, yet, as appearance or accident, it has an existence
which still needs to be accounted for . Say that it is but a vain show,
a vapour that appeareth for a little and vanishes away; yet, the ques-
tion still arises, Whence came it ? Why is it ? What is the reason
of its existence ? If "we are such stuff as dreams are made of, yet our
very dreams have a relation to a real and waking life, and even. the
vagaries of slumber, in their extravagance and fleetingness, point to
a something more substantial, of which, they are the reflection. The
world of experience may be insubstantial and phenomenal, still, in
the reality which we seek beyond that world, there must be something
that accounts for it, and, does not merely annul it; and that is more in-
finite, if we may use such. an expression, which, contains and explains
,tlie finite, than that which denies or ignores it. ... By its own
necessary movement therefore, thought goes in quest of such an idea—
the idea of an Infinite—whose existence explains both. itself and, the
existence of the finite world. "
The same learned autlior speaks in. the same strain when referring
to a similar doctrine of Spinoza. He remarks, cc though, everything
else m the finite world is resolved into negation, the negation itself
1 (Phil. BeL,'pp. 131-2.

